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< 1 I . 

application has boon examined * □ Responsive to communk^tlon'flJed on 



D This action to made final. 



A shortened statutory period for response to this action Is set to expi re 'X 3 



* * * 

P * f11 TMJ^OU-OWWO ATTACHMENT^) ARE PART OF THIS ACTION: 

\ S%^Z^ ^ * EXam,nW ' PT °^ 2 - ' 1 D N0tt " - P ««" ^no. PTO-948. 

£ nTl! T . 4. DNot.ce of. nforma. Patent App.teat.on Form PTO-152 

*. U trrformation on How to Effect Drawing Changes, PTO-1474. ' ft. □ ; ' 



■I SUMMARY OF ACTION 

1. 0^C^ms"__ 



ere pending in the application. 



Of the above, claims 



2. D Claims, 
*. □ Claims. 



4. B^CIalma /, 9 V- /O 



ft. B^cialma «2 
6. D/gam *' 



are withdrawn from consideration. 

have been cancelled. 

- tare allowed. 

* - » ■ 

are rejected. 



are objected to. 



7. ffl^htoa 



are subject to rest net ton or election requirement. 



i «PPDc.tlon h» tfm AM «lm a^,, und6r 37 c,f.r.'i.85 witt «. ««p,^ lor'^nrt^ p,,^. 

*. □ Formal drawings are required In response to this Office action. 



«. □ The corrected or substitute drawings have been I received on 



Under 37 C.F.R. 1.84 these drawings 



... v.. _ . unde 

•re 1_J acceptable. U not acceptable (see explanation or Notice re Patent Drawing, PTO-948). 

has (have) been □ approved by the 



10. □ The proposed additional or aubetltirte sheet(s) of drawings, filed on 
examiner. □ .disapproved by the examiner (see explanation). 



11. □ The proposed drawing correction, flied on 



-has been □ approved. □ disapproved (see explanation). 



12. □ Acknowledgment is made of the dalm for priority under U.S.C. 1 19. The cert.fied copy has □ been received □ no. been received 
□ been filed in parent application, serial no. . fllod Qn 



11 D ^rZ^lTZlTZ ° 0nd '" On "* a "° WanCe "»«•* - t. «. -to >. d 0M d ta 

accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle. 1935 CD. 1 1; 453 O.G. 213. 

14, □ Other 



PTOL-328 (Rov.9«9) 



EXAMINER'S ACTION 



• 



Part III 



DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Objections 



1. Claim 13 is objected to because of the following 
informalities: In line 3 of claim 13 "perpendicular" should be 
--perpendicularly--. Appropriate correction is required. 



2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 35 U.S. C. § 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless -- 
(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or 
on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the 
date of application for patent in the United States. 

3. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being 
clearly anticipated by Tanaka et al. Note a frame 2, electric 
heating element 13, and terminal assembly 23. 



4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. § 103 which forms 
the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office 
action: 

A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not 
identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that 
the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the 
time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which 
the invention was made. 

Subject matter developed by another person, which qualifies 
as prior art only under subsection (f) or (g) of .section 102 
of this title, shall not preclude patentability under this 
section where the subject matter and the claimed invention 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 



were, at the time the invention was made, owned by the same 
person or subject to an obligation of assignment to the same 
person. 

5. Claims 9 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. § 103 as being 
unpatentable over Tanaka et al. Tanaka et al discloses the 
claimed invention except for utilizing a second heating element 
and connecting the heating elements in series or parallel. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to utilize a second heating 
element, since it has been held that mere duplication of the 
essential working parts of a device involves only routine skill 
in the art. St. Regis Paper Co. v. Bemis Co., 193 USPQ 8. 
Furthermore, it would have been an obvious matter of design 
choice to connect the heating devices in either series or 
parallel, since it was known in the art that these are both 
conventional ways to connect electrical heating devices. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

6. Claims 2-8 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in 
independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

7. Claims 11-24 are allowable over the prior art of record. 

Conclusion 

8 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is 
considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 



9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to M. McMahon 
whose telephone number is (703) 308-1956. Any inquiry of a 
general nature or relating to the status of this application 
should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone 
number is (703) 308-0861, 




Marguerite McMahon 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3402 
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